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Due to intensive conflict, a significant amount of Syrian capital flight has funnelled to
Turkey since 2011. Drawing upon fieldwork conducted in five major Turkish cities which
have hosted the highest number of Syrian business people, this paper first reveals the
convergence of the interests of the host state and of the displaced capital owners, as well
as the increasing transnationalisation of Syrian economic practices. It then assesses the
capacity and/or willingness of the Syrian business people to organize themselves as an
interest group regarding their interests in Turkey and to assist the process of conflict
resolution in Syria. Finally, the paper reflects upon whether a hybrid identity is in the
making within the Syrian business diaspora in Turkey. Our findings suggest that the
Syrian business diaspora in Turkey is evolving itself into a transnational business
community, and developing hybrid socio-economic practices. Yet, we delineate this
flourishing community as ‘shy’ because the issues concerning both domestic and Syrian
politics are carefully being avoided to keep stability and unity within. This consequently
hinders the Syrian business community to form itself as an interest group in Turkey
focused on conflict resolution and post-conflict reconstruction in Syria.
Keywords: Syrian Business Diaspora, capital flight, Turkey, transnationalism, conflict
resolution, shy diaspora, hybridity
Introduction
The Syrian conflict has had a profound impact on the business community in
Syria. According to the Syrian Centre for Policy Research (SCPR 2015: 28), both public
and private investment dropped to 9.2 per cent of the GDP in 2015. The long-continued
war led to widespread closure and bankruptcy, and many businesses experienced a sharp
decline in production due to the sanctions imposed by the United States, the European
Union and the League of Arab States (Abboud 2012). In 2013, profit losses of six of
Syria’s fourteen private banks were between forty to ninety-five per cent (Abboud 2013).
Some businesses on the other hand, adapted to crisis situation and relocated their
enterprises within Syria from the conflict zones to the “safe areas” in the Mediterranean
coastal cities of Latakia and Tartus with the encouragement of the regime. According to
the Syrian Chambers of Industry, 109 factories relocated their operation in Syria in 2013
2and 2014 (Ahmed 2015). Private investment in the regime-controlled areas, however, was
badly affected by the government policy of price liberalization which increased the
economic cost, deteriorated effective demand, and caused foreign exchange rate
depreciation and volatility (SCPR 2015:28).
Syria’s business community has also been deeply affected by the emergence of
the war economy. A new group of businessmen emerged who exploited wartime
opportunities by engaging in intermediary activities for the Syrian regime to circumvent
sanctions, and/or the smuggling of weapons, goods, and people. The rise of new
economic actors in the thriving war economy has further fractured business community,
and has obscured business class’ stance in post-conflict context of Syria. Thousands of
Syrian businessmen have hence decided to leave ‘the regime or the regime’s cronies’ and
move to the neighbouring countries (most notably, Turkey, Jordan, Lebanon, UAE and
Egypt), mainly due to the security, political, and economic concerns (Chang 2015: 2).
Capital flight constitutes therefore one of the most important dimensions of the Syrian
war with its considerable impact on the current course of the conflict and post-conflict
process in Syria.
Due to the simplicity of Turkish business legislation applicable to Syrian business
people and pre-existing business relations, Turkey has become a commercial hub for the
Syrian business diaspora. The number of companies established with joint Syrian capital
has multiplied almost 40-fold since 2011 and trade with Syria in border cities like
Gaziantep, Mersin and Hatay far exceeds the 2010 levels (Özpinar et al. 2015; Abboud
2017). Export revenues of these cities have significantly increased due to the fact that
many Turkey-based Syrian firms have counterparts in Syria. Out of the 363 foreign-
3owned companies which were created in Turkey in January 2014, 96 were Syrian-owned
(The Union of Chambers and Commodity Exchanges of Turkey-TOBB, 2015). The
Gaziantep-based Syrian Economic Forum reported that since 2011, Syrians have invested
nearly 334 million USD into 6,033 new formal companies in Turkey (Uçak and Ramadan
2017), constantly scoring at the top of the list of foreign founders of new companies since
2013 (Union of Chambers and Commodity Exchanges of Turkey- TOBB, 2017). In 2017,
Syrians were poised to establish over 2,000 additional new companies in Turkey, with
around 90 million USD of Syrian capital (TOBB, 2017). According to the recent report
published by the Economic Policy Research Foundation of Turkey (TEPAV 2018),
Syrians established 7,243 businesses in the last seven years in Turkey. Only in the first
half of 2018, 778 businesses were established by Syrians. 
Syrian capital flow to Turkey provides glimpses into the understanding of
reception policies and the governance of Syrian refugees in Turkey. Bélanger and
Saraçoğlu (2018:2) highlight the state-market convergence in shaping Turkey’s policy
towards the Syrian refugees. They argue that “the legal terms and conditions of the
Turkish state’s temporary protection regime, the state’s ad hoc leniency towards the use
of refugee labour in the informal sector and the disciplinary effects of the state’s
regulations have formed the basis of the state-capital nexus in the governance of Syrian
refugees and created a favourable context for the Turkish business and capital owners to
take advantage of the Syrian refugees”. Due to high number of Syrian refugee numbers in
Turkey - the registered number as of June 2020 is 3,585,198
(data2/unchrc.org/en/situations/Syria/location/113), hence the increasing labour force,
Turkey has been able to attract further foreign investment, especially to border regions.
4Despite such increase in capital flows in the Turkish border cities, it has been reported
however that bigger opportunities have been missed in terms of attracting Syrian
investments in Turkey (Oytun 2015:18). The Gaziantep Chamber of Commerce, though
speculative, maintained that around 25 billion dollars have been transferred to Europe
through Greek Cypriot banks (ibid.). Syrian entrepreneurs have also been creating
employment in Turkey. On average, they employ 9.4 people and report that most of their
employees were previously working in the informal sector. Over half (55 per cent) of
SMEs, stated as well that they will hire additional employees over the coming year (8.2
on average) (Uçak et al. 2017).
Most of the research on the Syrian displacement has not contributed a great deal
to our understanding of diaspora business activity in the host countries. Following
Brubaker (2015:12), we use the term diaspora as “a category of practice, which is used to
make claims, to articulate projects, to formulate expectations, to mobilize energies, to
appeal to loyalties”. As the dependency of the Turkish economy on foreign inflows has
consistently increased, the Turkish state saw displaced Syrian capital as a way to meet the
rapidly increasing need for foreign inflows to finance the economy, and designed legal
and institutional arrangements of the governance of the Syrian refugees in favour of
capital owners. Turkey has consequently benefited from a large amount of cash injections
from the establishment of Syrian companies, as well as joint ventures with local partners.
At the same time, however, the Syrian business diaspora has sought to decrease its
dependence on Turkey’s market and political conditions through expanding their
transnational opportunities and maintaining businesses within multiple fields that span
borders. Increasing transnationalisation of economic activities of the Syrian business
5people in Turkey and the proliferation of transnational economic spaces, practices and
opportunities delineate hence the Syrian capital in Turkey as a ‘fluid’ one, ready to move
away in case of major crises. By revealing this dimension of the diaspora business in the
host countries, we aim to enlarge the discussion on diasporic business communities and
contribute to literature on diaspora entrepreneurs in the course of the protracted conflict. 
Also, thus far, there have been relevant studies on the role that the diaspora
entrepreneurship plays on the development of the home countries. For instance,
Chrysostome (2014) Newland and Tanaka (2010) and Minto-Coy (2016) analysed their
contribution to the socio-economic development of the home country. Elo (2015, 2016
studied the impact of diaspora networks on international business in the home country
and suggested a typology of diaspora entrepreneurship. Brinkerhoff (2016) scrutinised
the positive role of diasporas to promote institutional reforms in the countries of origin.
However, there is still not much study on how the diaspora business people can assist in
the process of conflict resolution while the conflict is still going on in their home
countries. The second aim of our paper hence is to assess the capacity and/or the
willingness of the Syrian business people to organize themselves as an interest group in
Turkey with the aim to assist the process of conflict resolution and post-conflict
reconstruction in Syria through remittances, philanthropy work and participation in peace
negotiations. As such, we would like to expand existing knowledge on the ways in which
diaspora entrepreneurs can assist in the resolution of an on-going conflict in home
countries. Finally, a limited amount of research on the
Syrian business people mostly depicts them as a fixed entity, and focuses on their impact
on the host countries’ economy (Özpinar and et al., 2015; Errighi and Griesse 2016). This
6body of research tends to focus on the Syrian business migrants’ ethnic identity and
assumes a great deal of ethnocultural incorporation and of fixed practices among them in
a given context. Our empirical evidence reveals that while the Syrian business diaspora in
Turkey is evolving itself into the transnational business community, it also forms new
hybrid business practices in the host country. Our paper, therefore, seeks to contribute
also to the flourishing literature on multiple spatial and temporal contexts in the analysis
of diaspora business activity in which hybrid practices are formed in the host countries,
as well. 
Fieldwork and Methodology
In order to reach our objectives detailed in the introduction of this paper, and
observe closely the real-life and material consequences of the Syrian capital flight to
Turkey revealed above, in 2018-2019 we conducted an extensive fieldwork in Istanbul,
Adana, Mersin, Hatay, Gaziantep and Bursa. Trade with Syria in the border cities like
Gaziantep, Mersin and Hatay far exceeds their pre-war levels. While before the war,
Turkey’s western regions and the Istanbul’s area had the largest share of total exports to
Syria, after the war, the share of the southern regions of Turkey has increased drastically
from 20 per cent to 60 per cent (Aita 2017). For example, after having decreased from
98million USD in 2011 to 63million USD in 2012, Gaziantep’s export to Syria increased
by 467 per cent to 354million USD in 2013 (Data obtained from Gaziantep Chamber of
Industry: http://gso.org.tr/). The majority of these exports are made up of basic consumer
goods for which production in Syria is halted or cut back because of the war. Export
revenues of these cities have significantly increased as many Turkey-based Syrian firms
provided basic consumer goods through their counterparts in Syria (Karasapan 2016). 
7Our fieldwork was divided into four phases between August 2018 and February
2019. We conducted the first part of the fieldwork in August in Istanbul, the second part
between September 16 and September 22 in Adana, Mersin, Hatay, and Gaziantep, the
third phase in October 18-24 in Bursa and the fourth phase in December 2018-February
2019 in Istanbul once again. 
These cities were selected since they host the majority of the Syrian
business community. Amongst them, Istanbul hosts the general Syrian trade and
tourism business, and Syrian restaurants, bakeries, sweet shops and jewellery
stores have revived the socio-economic life in Fatih and Aksaray (FIGURE I). In
Gaziantep, the Syrian businesses are predominantly active in textile, shoe, soap
and food factories. The Syrian business has revived the dormant sectors such as
the olive oil soap and woman shoe production, while the poorer Syrian refugees
have provided cheap labour for the host business community in Gaziantep
(Interview with the Editor-in-Chief of Dünya Economy Newspaper in Gaziantep,
September 2018). Gaziantep is about to open the 6th organized industrial zone in
the city, indicating the increased industrial activity. Mersin is the main centre of
Syrian export and import activity in Turkey, since it also enjoys being the location
where raw materials reach the south of Turkey from other countries (FIGURE II). In
Mersin, the Syrian imports and exports have contributed to the overall
international trade volume of
8Turkey(https://www.tr.undp.org/content/turkey/en/home/presscenter/pressreleas
es/2019/11/mersin-suriyeli.html).
Being one of the most important textile centres of Turkey, Bursa has
mainly attracted textile industry investment (especially baby and children textile)
from Syria. Relevant Syrian investments have also been made in more rural and
peripheral areas of Turkey, such as Kadirli where the Sharabati Denim, one of the
biggest fabric manufacturers in the Middle East, has built a huge denim factory
(FIGURE III) and Maras where the Syrian businessman Mahmoud Zakrit has
established an important dairy factory. These initiatives have also been possible
thanks to the generous grants offered by TKDK (the Agricultural and Rural
Development Support Institution in Turkey) to investors willing to operate in
Turkey’s peripheral areas.  
We conducted a total of 35 individual semi-structured in-depth interviews with
Syrian business people who have started a business with a capital no less than 100,000
USD, civil society representatives and local chamber of commerce officials. In addition,
we had many informal conversations with local Turkish and Syrian communities in the
cities we visited. All of our business people interviewees were male, and the majority of
them had a university level education. About two-thirds of our interviewees were from
Aleppo (the rest was from Idlib, Afrin, Hama, Darayya and we had only one interviewee
from Damascus). They are currently active in manufacturing, textile, energy and
restaurant sectors in Turkey. According to the editor in chief of Dünya newspaper in
Gaziantep who was one of our interviewees, the Syrian business community is generally
9viewed by the host communities in the cities we visited in Turkey as educated, cultured
and experienced people, with advanced business networks in the Middle East. They are
considered to have hence revitalized the business environment in the small cities, which
were not particularly internationalized before.
In order to recruit participants, we used a snowballing technique, asking each
interviewee to recommend others who could offer additional insights. All participants
were interviewed on a voluntary basis. The length of the interviews ranged from 45 to 60
minutes. The interviews were transcribed and coded using eight research questions as
organizing themes such as the challenges faced by Syrian business people to start a
business and engage commercial activities in Turkey; how they have been overcoming
them; and the relation of Syrian business people with the host business community in
Turkey.
Our fieldwork comprised of observations of real-life situations such as chatting
over a coffee, having lunch/ dinner together, observing our respondents in their working
environment (businesses), attending business meetings etc. and semi-structured
interviews with Syrian business people, civil society representatives and local chamber of
commerce officials. We were particularly interested in to find out whether there are any
organizations to represent their economic and political interests in Turkey, and if yes,
whether they are willing to join such organizations. Our interviews also sought answers
to how the Syrian business people see the current political discussions about the Syrian
refugees in Turkey, and how these discussions affect their business strategies in Turkey
and beyond. We were curious to discover the Syrian business people’s relations with
other groups of Syrian refugees and whether they are involved in public efforts on
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organizing relief and other humanitarian needs of the Syrian refugees in Turkey. We also
wanted to understand which factors shape the future plans of Syrian business people in
Turkey, whether they have transnational ties with the exiled Syrian business people based
in the region. Additionally, we aimed to learn how the Syrian business community assess
the activities of the Syrian Business Forum in Turkey, whether they are affiliated with
any political forces, such as Syrian National Council or Syrian National Coalition and
whether they provide financial and other support to political parties/organizations, social
movements or civil society organizations. Finally, we sought answers to how the Syrian
business people envision the post-conflict Syria and whether they are willing to be part of
post-conflict reconstruction and development processes in Syria.
During our interviews, we encouraged informants to openly share what they
thought was important for them regarding their host country and their diaspora status in
doing business in order for us to grasp the genuine contribution of the Syrian capital and
business people in Turkey. Our semi-structured interviews aimed to capture the role of
the Syrian capital in the emergence and articulation of interconnected economic and
political spaces and practices in Turkey and beyond. We, first wanted to discuss the
challenges our interviewees have experienced while doing business in Turkey as Syrians
and their views on the effects of the Syrian capital flight in the Turkish economy due to
the expansion of the increased demand for labour, the cash injections through the
establishment of new companies, as well as joint ventures with local partners. Second,
our questions aimed to scrutinise the capacity of the Syrian business community to
organize themselves as an interest group regarding their economic interests and legal
rights as well as their ability and/or willingness to exert the economic, political and socio-
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cultural influence on other groups of Syrian refugees in Turkey. Finally, our questions
sought to explore the possible engagement of Syrian business diaspora in assisting the
process of conflict resolution and (post-) conflict reconstruction process in Syria, with a
focus on remittances, philanthropy work and participation in peace processes etc. During
the interview, we also asked about the specific context of each city. We worked with
Arabic-Turkish interpreters in each city, although various interviews were also conducted
in English and Turkish (respectively working and native languages of the authors), as
some Syrian business people have become fluent in Turkish by now. 
In the following section we will look into the convergence of the interests of the
host state and of the displaced capital owners and analyse the characteristics of the Syrian
capital and emerging Syrian business diaspora in Turkey within the context of the
shifting political economy that displacement generates. The fourth section examines the
capacity and/or willingness of the Syrian business people to organize themselves as an
interest group regarding their political and economic interests in Turkey, and to assist the
process of conflict resolution and post-conflict reconstruction in Syria with a focus on
remittances, philanthropy work and participation in peace negotiations. Since Syrian
entrepreneurs continue employing traditional business practices in Turkey and a
considerable amount of them have become Turkish citizens together with their extended
families, and the remaining have already applied for the Turkish citizenship, the last
section scrutinizes the degree to which the Syrian business people have developed a
hybrid identity. Here, we suggest that increasing transnationalisation of the Syrian
business diaspora in Turkey has developed in parallel to the formation of a hybrid Syrian
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business community. This hybridisation, we argue, has the potential to help form a
hyphenated Syrian-Turkish identity in the near future.
The Shifting Political Economy of Displacement
The Syrian capital in Turkey well reflects the shifting political economy dynamics
that displacement creates. In her research on the displacement economies in the southern
Africa, Hammar (2014: 3) introduces the compelling paradoxes of displacement in which
“opening occurring as well as closures; dislocation and movement at the same time as
confinement and stuckness; creation as well as destruction; wealth accumulation
alongside impoverishment.” In her analysis, Hammar mainly highlights the changing
forms and dynamics of accumulation, distribution and exchange in times of crisis and
displacement. In the case of the Syrian capital flight, displacement has created new
opportunities and articulated an interconnected transnational economic spaces and
practices by altering the patterns of the production and distribution. 
The expansion of transnational flows of capital across borders and boundaries has
thus far flourished into an immense body of work on transnational diaspora business in
various disciplines (Portes et al. 2002; Riddle et al. 2010; Round et al.2008). Yet, the
literature on the transnational economic practices of newly emerging refugee diasporas in
the Global South is still very limited (Mencütek 2020). Our paper contributes therefore to
this emerging empirical literature on the economic activities of business diaspora in the
host countries of Global South by focusing on the Syrian capital flight funnelled to
Turkey. Focusing on the multi-sited economic networks of the Syrian businessmen
diaspora further challenges the dualistic thinking that conceptualizes migration “in linear
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terms, starting with migrant leaving a sending state, going through their arriving in a
host-state, and ending with their integration or assimilation in a host-state” (Koinova
2018: 1259). Many of the works on the activities of migrants mostly highlights the
relationship between transnationalism and integration to analyze whether involvement in
transnational activities (political, social, cultural and/or economic) limit or accelerate the
integration processes of the migrants in their host countries (Portes et al. 2002, Dekker
and Siegel 2013; Tsuda 2012, Erdal and Oeppen 2013; Simsek 2018). These studies
mostly use transnationalism as migrant’s origin country engagement to assess the
correlation between sustaining ties with the home country and integration in the host
country. Portes et al (2002:6) argue that “to the extent that such (transnational economic)
activities are successful, they may allow immigrants to fulfill their economic targets
without undergoing a protracted process of acculturation.” (Emphasis is ours),
The analysis on the emergence of transnational economic spaces adds to the
ongoing discussion on resisting and surviving strategies of conflict-generated business
diaspora in host-homeland contexts. Bash et al. (2005:8) defines transnationalism as
processes to analyse how immigrants build social fields that span borders, as well as “to
see the ways transmigrants are transformed by their transnational practices and how these
practices affect the nation-states of the transmigrants’ origin and settlement.” This
definition enables us to challenge the portrayal of diaspora communities as victims or
passive actors, and to recognize their capacity to influence on multiple spatial and
temporal contexts. In our case, we argue that the changes in accumulation, production
and distribution patterns of Turkey-based Syrian business people strengthen their
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resisting power in a spatial and temporal limbo where uncertainties prevail regarding
political and legal status.
Cultivating transnational practices has been incorporating the Syrian business
diaspora into different networks beyond home-states and host-states. It is our
understanding that Syrian business diaspora has sought to decrease its dependence on
Turkey’s market and political conditions through expanding their transnational
opportunities and maintaining businesses within multiple fields that span borders.
Increasing transnationalisation of economic activities of the Syrian business people in
Turkey and the proliferation of transnational economic spaces, practices and
opportunities delineate hence the Syrian capital in Turkey as a ‘fluid’ one, ready to move
away in case of major crises.
While based in Turkey, many of our interviewees talked about their dense and
active networks that cross geographic, political, economic and cultural borders of nation
states. The two-thirds of our interviewees mentioned that they continue keeping their
production facilities running in Syria, albeit at a limited scale. They also have
commercial ties with the wider Middle Eastern, European and African countries through
goods export and import of capitals. Thirty-nine per cent of Syrian SMEs have reported
regional trade as the primary opportunity in Turkey, followed by serving the Syrian
refugee market and the Turkish market, at 23 per cent each (Uçak et al. 2017). Syrian
business people especially from Aleppo had many networks and relationships with the
other Arab countries in the Middle East. They have hence been creating further regional
trade links including Turkish border cities.
One of our interviewees in Gaziantep said that all the packaging for the Syrian
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products now have a ‘Made in Turkey’ label which is a guarantee of quality for their
products abroad. He continued:
“‘Made in Turkey’ label makes our products more competitive around the world.
After having shifted our production to Turkey, we started going to the
international fairs and found new customers in Europe as well as in the Middle
East.”
On the other hand, none of our interviewees indicated that they primarily target
the Turkish market for their products. Syrian products produced in Turkey are usually
destined to the Middle East countries and some European countries, too. They are also
largely intended for the sizable Syrian community living now in Turkey. Syrian products
hence have not created a tangible competition to local Turkish products.
Syrian capital flight constitutes spatial projects that create innovation,
competitiveness and economic development in their new environment, and beyond
(Brinkerhoff 2016; Riddle et al 2010). Stoyanov et al. (2018:238) argue that “the
observed ability of transnational economic actors to control and manipulate the host
country environment reveals an important deviation from the established understanding
that foreign nationals are in an unfavorable position.” In the Turkish context, one can
argue that the survival character and the economic success of the Syrian business people
resonate continuities in the Turkish public regarding ‘foreignness’ in economic realm. In
the Ottoman Empire, the three non-Muslim communities – Greek Orthodox, Armenian
and Jewish – and foreigners who enjoyed privileges through capitulation agreements had
higher participation rates in commerce related activities and finance (Buğra 1994).
According to the industry census in the early 1910s, around 80 per cent of the single-
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proprietor firms were owned by non-Muslim minorities (Yamak 2006:209). Following
the defeat in the Balkan Wars, destroying the prominent position of ‘foreign’ elements in
economy became the major policy of the Ottoman and later Turkish governments’ in the
project of creating a national economy (Ağır and Artunç 2019). As Elo and Minto Coy
(2019: vii) suggest, therefore, despite their highly significant contributions, migrant
businesses face challenges and difficulties that stem from their ethnic identity in Turkey
as elsewhere. 
The capacity of the Syrian business people to organize themselves as an interest
group: The ‘Shy Diaspora’
There is a vast literature on conflict generated diaspora mobilization in the host
and origin countries during the process of conflict and post-conflict reconstruction (Kleist
2008; Koinova 2011; Brinkerhoff 2009; Carling, Erdal and Horst 2012). Scholarship on
diaspora mobilization has traditionally analysed diasporas as ‘peace-makers’ or `peace-
wreckers`, without conceptualizing any in-between or alternative situations (Koinova
2018: 1263; Baser and Swain, 2008). In recent years, however, there has been a growing
scholarship challenging this dichotomous thinking and introducing multiple spatial and
temporal contexts in the analysis of the factors that shape diaspora engagement in home
and host-states, such as multi-sited embeddedness and durability of conflicts (Koinova
2017; Horst 2018; Mavroudi 2018). Refugees, just like labour migrants, are not static, nor
are they locked in fixed practices (Al-Ali et al. 2001: 594). Their motivations for
engagement in their host countries or transnationally need to be scrutinised in their
specific circumstances and their transnational business activities, for instance, cannot
simply be explained in terms of globalising capital, time space compression and the
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internationalization of labour (ibid.:591). As Syrett and Keles (2019:61) argue, “much
current theorising has failed to set out how the causal processes for diaspora politicisation
are jointly affected by conditions in the homeland and settlement localities, and state-
centred approaches on their own remain unable to explain variant patterns of diaspora
mobilisation across all host-homeland contexts.” 
Our fieldwork shows that host-homeland engagement of the Syrian business
diaspora is largely shaped by the mixed embeddedness of actors in broader contexts,
including political and economic circumstances of settlement and homeland places. In
relation to host-land engagement, we found that that Syrian business people engage in
fewer host-land political mobilization activities. This may be due to both the political
pressure of the rising authoritarianism in Turkey and alleged Assad regime’s or ISIS
assassinations of prominent Syrian political opponents, intellectuals, activists and
journalists in Turkey. Furthermore, it is a very well-known fact that as long as refugees
are not certain about their legal status, in other words their rights to reside permanently in
the host country, many members of this community will tend to avoid anything that
might jeopardize their status (Al-Ali et al. 2001: 588).
It is our observation that the majority of the Syrian business people preferred not
to participate in any associational activities in politics and/ economics vis-à-vis the
Turkish state regarding their commercial and political interests predominantly for safety,
security and serenity. The low level of associational activity impedes their willingness
and/or capacity to organize as a unified interest group in Turkey. According to the Article
93 of the Turkish Civil code, the real persons of foreign origin who possess the right for
settlement in Turkey may incorporate association or become a member of the existing
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associations. There is consequently no legal obstacle for the Syrian business people to
form an association or become a member of one in Turkey. The Syrian Businessmen
Association (SIAD), the biggest businessmen association based in Gaziantep has only
370 members in Turkey. One of our interviewees, who works at SIAD, highlighted that
since 2015 several problems of the Syrian business people came to the fore, such as the
lack of knowledge about Turkish business laws and the finance regulations in Turkey, as
well as the lack of Turkish language among others. These issues hence led to the
formation of SIAD, although the number of members has remained limited. He explained
the reasons for the low level of associational activities among Syrian businessmen in
Turkey as follows:
“SIAD opposes Assad, but it’s not a problem for us if someone supports Assad.
Many people don’t want to be attached to an association. They have some
businesses in Syria, and they don’t want to hurt that in SIAD.”
Beside weak associational engagement, Turkey-based Syrian businesspeople are not
actively vocal publicly about their own interests as well as the political and economic
rights of the other Syrian refugees in Turkey. According to one of our interviewees who
is in textile business in Bursa:
“People think that talking about politics is a shame. It’s not their country. 95% of 
Syrians in Turkey don’t want Assad, but they could not achieve anything else 
either. They cannot do anything here either. So their mentality is: we could not do 
anything. Let’s save ourselves now. Ya Garip kun edip [You’re a foreigner, so 
behave well].”
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Apart from adopting the strategy of invisibility, hence being ‘shy’, the historical
legacies of state and business relations in the pre-war Syria also hinders Syrian business
people’ interest group activities in Turkey. Following Bashar Assad’s succession in
power in 2000, the Syrian economy underwent liberalization process. During the process
of economic liberalization in Syria, the regime fostered its own capitalist and “aimed to
survive the incremental transition to a partial market economy and since no significant
business venture was possible without regime insiders taking a percentage, regime crony
capitalists developed intimate partnerships with wider elements of the bourgeoisie”
(Hinnebusch 2012:101). In such an environment, more independent bourgeoisie who
were not well connected to the regime was strongly monitored by the regime’s security
apparatus, and alienated in politics. Since 2005, a number of businessmen associations
were established as mostly joint ventures between the regime supported businessmen and
foreign business people (Haddad 2012). Our interviewees echoed pre-war situation as
such:
“The regime has polluted us. It built Baassi [pertaining to the ruling authoritarian Baath
Arab Socialist Party in Syria] in every single one of us. In a dictatorship people lose
morals. They’re scared of each other so it’s very difficult for us to come together
here in Turkey. It’s not our culture to gather to work together.”
Syrian business people operating in Turkey are not used to form business
associations and/or unions, as these [both of them/] were prohibited in Syria under a
dictatorial regime. As most of our interviewees confirmed, because of the lack of such
experience before, and the current tense political and social context in Syria, Syrian
business people are scared of forming any type of association in Turkey. They prefer to
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work individually. One of our interviewees in Gaziantep mentioned:
“The Syrians are not used to such things, like forming independent associations.
Everything was being done by the regime in Syria. There were no counterparts to
etiher TUSIAD or MUSIAD in Syria. We are trying to learn here…”
New trade experiences in Turkey and the interaction with the Turkish business
community have however enabled the formation of Syrian Business People Association
and Syrian Economic Forum in Gaziantep, where Syrian business people gather and talk
about their socio-economic integration, legal rights and problems. The fact that most
Syrian micro-level businesses operated for a long time without any formal registration
and, as a result, did not pay taxes has created resentment within the host community in all
the cities where we have conducted our fieldwork. This was also because the Syrian
business people were not used to operate in the more modernised Turkish business
environment and its more advanced taxing and banking system. The lack of Turkish
language has been a massive challenge for them, as well. The Syrian Economic Forum in
Gaziantep has recently launched campaigns in order to formalize the Syrian businesses
by providing technical assistance to Syrian business owners seeking to understand the
operating environment and help them comply with the regulations. The Forum has also
translated many Turkish investment laws into Arabic. This initiative has helped to
normalize the relationship between the host and the Syrian businesses communities.
Issues concerning homeland politics, such as a possible conflict resolution, a post-
conflict reconstruction, and transnational justice and reconciliation are also carefully
being avoided within the Syrian business circles in Turkey in all the cities we’ve
conducted our research, in order to keep stability and unity within this flourishing
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community. As a conflict-generated diaspora community, Turkey-based Syrian business
people’s main motive has been to survive under greatly uncertain political and economic
conditions. Strengthening their own financial interests by cultivating new transnational
economic linkages has developed as a crisis-driven necessity in a displacement context
while they have tried to ‘save themselves.’ The lack of trust between the displaced Syrian
business people and their home country’s government also impedes Syrian business
diaspora to be a significant actor in the current conflict resolution and post-conflict
reconstruction processes in Syria. As Chrysostome and Nkongolo-Bakenda (2019:29) put
it, “the lack of trust within diaspora communities and between them and their home
country government doesn’t allow them to pool their resources and talents in order to
contribute to the development of their home country at their full potential.” Many of our
interviewees indicated that as long as the Assad regime is in power, it is unimaginable for
them to be part of any reconstruction efforts in Syria.
The Syrian business community in Turkey, on the other hand, seem to have an
impact on their home country in fields such as poverty alleviation through remittances,
philanthropy – concerning Syrian orphans and students both in Turkey and Syria – skills
and technology transfer and business expansion. We particularly observed that there are
increasing efforts among our interviewees to engage in philanthropic activities in areas
under Turkish control in Northern Syria. At the time of writing, the Turkish government
has increased its reconstruction efforts based on a private-public reconstruction model in
North-western Syria. Even though we haven’t delved into this topic in our interviews, it
seems there is a potential for Turkey-based Syrian businesses to be involved in the
Turkish government’s reconstruction plans in northern Syria.
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Towards the formation of a hybrid identity?
Hybridity involves the synthesis of two diverse “forms, styles, or identities”,
which often ensues across national borders as well as across cultural boundaries (Kraidy
2005: 5). It also designates the constitution of new identities that possess a more
“transethnic and transnational character” (Anthias 2001: 625), and hybrids can also be
considered as ‘cultural brokers’ full of discontinuities and ruptures (Bhabha 1994).
According to Bhabha furthermore, hybridity is an ‘in-between’ term referring to a ‘third
space’ and to ambivalence and mimicry. It is a disruptive and productive category (Kalra
et al. 2005: 71) and it is how according to Bhabba (1994) ‘newness enters the world’.
Hybridity is also considered as a progressive citizenly discourse and a
participatory discourse of cultural citizenship (Joseph and Fink 1999) and an idea of
cultural syncretism, rather than the cultural difference solidified by multiculturalism
(Anthias 2001: 621). As opposed to diaspora, it indicates “a process of cultural mixing
where the diasporic arrivals adopt aspects of the host culture and rework, reform and
reconfigure this in production of a new hybrid culture or ‘hybrid identities” (Chambers
1996: 50). In the case of diaspora hybridisation, furthermore “without the certainty of the
nation-state or class-identity for comfort, hybridity becomes a contender for a ‘new
model’ of social possibility that will assert ‘uncertainty’ as its political guide” (Kalra et
al. 2005: 88). However, hybridity has been subjected to criticism as well, accused of
elitism as it has been put forward by ‘a new cultural class of cosmopolitans’ (Pieterse,
2001: 225) as ‘an extension of the free market discourse of late global capitalism’
(Moslund, 2010:12).
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Today, the Syrian business people in Turkey are operating in-between the
traditional and free market economic and trade practices. Next to the modernized Turkish
banking system, they still continue using for instance the old money transfer system-
hawala for their economic transactions, where huge amounts of money are transferred
through personal networks based on mere trust. Some of these exports are officially
registered, but some of them are sold in black. The Turkish state ignores such exchange,
even though it is aware of this, due to large amounts of hot money entrying Turkey.
According to a Syrian businessman in the textile business based in Bursa but originally
from Aleppo, most Syrian business people in Turkey receive the payment for their
exports through the hawalat system. In our interviews, we have found that Syrian
business people have not entirely adopted the cheque-based system as a way of stalling
payments, since they deem that this system takes longer time and its prices are high. They
are also more used to do business by cash, as they are not familiarized with working with
banks, bank checks etc. 
We observe that operating in between the hawala system and the modernised
Turkish business environment brings a hybrid character to the Syrian business
community, next to their transnational character. It is, however, beyond the scope of this
research to determine the degree to which the local Turkish business people have adopted
these traditional Syrian practices so to be able to say something about a reciprocal effect.
Yet, we can eagerly posit that the hybridity of the Syrian business diaspora in Turkey is
not only limited to business practices. Syrian business people who have made huge
investments in Turkey, such as up to a million dollar, have already automatically received
the Turkish citizenship without complying with certain criteria, like having lived in
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Turkey at least five years, knowing Turkish language at sufficient level and so on (Çetin
et al. 2018). Some of our interviewees who acquired Turkish citizenship, for instance, did
not speak any Turkish, although their children did. Other Syrian business people are also
on the path of becoming Turkish citizens together with their extended families. Syrian
business diaspora’s children have been educated in Turkey for years; they speak Turkish
fluently and we have observed that it’s now a common practice among the Syrian
business community to give Turkish names to their children born in Turkey in order to
facilitate their integration into the Turkish majority. Many famous Syrian brands, such as
restaurant and sweet shop chains, have also adopted Turkish names next to the traditional
and well-known Syrian ones once they have established themselves in the Turkish market
(FIGURE IV). 
One should also note that despite there are some issues of xenophobia between
locals and Syrian refugees, both sides have developed mechanisms that have helped to
keep social peace and this demonstrates the capacity of the receiving Turkish and guest
Syrian communities in dealing with social problems (Oytun 2015: 8). By being educated,
coming from upper middle class in Syria and most importantly having the willingness to
amalgamate with the educated Turkish middle class in Turkey, Syrian business people
have indeed facilitated social cohesion between the huge number of relatively
impoverished Syrian refugees and the host community.1
As in September 2019, there have been 450,000 Syrians born in Turkey (Mülteciler
Dernegi 2019). Marriages between Syrians and Turks might cause some issues, but they
have also helped with the integration of refugee communities. Many investors and small
businesses have moved their funding to Turkey. A large portion of the Syrians in Turkey
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are made up of children or youth. Even without proper schooling, these young people
have been learning Turkish. (Oytun 2015: 8).  
All these recent developments may have opened the path to the formation of a Syrian-
Turkish hyphenated identity and/or the formation of the ‘New Turks’ of the future. This
is indeed a possibility that is not seen as extraordinary by several of our Syrian business
interviewees, since they have posited that this would be such a new episode in the
common history of the two nations. In the words of one our interviewees:
“For hundreds of years, we have formed one common identity under the Ottoman
Empire and we have been separated from each other only since a hundred years.
Now, we have been reunited and this is the continuation of history” 1.
The hybridization process of Syrian business diaspora in Turkey, thanks to both
hybrid business practices and the acquisition of Turkish citizenship, indicate that
“hybridity is better conceived of as a process rather than a description” (Virinder et al,
2005: 71). It also reveals, as Wen-Ching argues, that “displacement and mobility are
dynamic processes of ‘reterritorialization’ which imply not only moving ‘out of place’
(Malkki 1995; Den Boer, 2015), but also processes laying out a place as home in
uncertain, insecure and unstable settings” (2018: 391-2).
Conclusion
Our paper sought to unpack the different components among Turkey-based Syrian
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business people in order to be able to analyse the impact of the Syrian capital flow to
Turkey, the degree of their convergence into the Turkish business market and hybridity.
By investigating the Syrian business environment in Turkey, our research also aimed to
explore the wide-ranging factors that impede or accelerate interest group activity of
conflict-generated diaspora groups in their host countries when the civil war in their own
countries continues to evolve.
In our research, we found that while the Syrian capital in Turkey has thus far
created advantages for both the host and the Syrian business community, the Syrian
business activity in Turkey can be best described as transnational. It has been our
understanding that Syrian business people seek to decrease their dependence on Turkey’s
market and political conditions through expanding their transnational opportunities.
That’s why we have delineated the Syrian capital as the ‘fluid capital’ and the Syrian
business diaspora in Turkey as the ‘shy diaspora’. It would of course perhaps still be
hasty to speak of the Syrian business diaspora as a purely ‘transnational community’,
since most of them still live in a state of uncertainty, without a proper passport that can
help them to travel freely. There’s still the problem of not being certain about their legal
status, that is their right to reside permanently in the host country, just like the Bosnian
refugees’ situation in host countries in late 1990s that Al-Ali et al (2001) has articulately
depicted. However, we have observed that the Syrian business community may still have
more transnational tendencies than the rest of the high number of Syrian refugees in
Turkey.
This does not indicate, however, that the Syrian business people in Turkey are
mere economic migrants. It has been clear from our interviews that had there not been a
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1
1 Fieldwork conducted in Adana, September 2018.
war, most of our Syrian business interviewees would not move their businesses and
families to Turkey and give up their life in Syria for a new one in a neighbouring yet
foreign country. Most of our interviewees showed up photos of their houses, factories
and/or businesses destroyed by heavy fighting and bombing and expressed their longing
for the life that they have left behind in Syria. A prominent Syrian businessman in
Gaziantep, who is very well known in Aleppo, even mentioned how he wished he would
not have to meet us as a refugee in Turkey but as a host in his mansion in Aleppo. 
As a conflict generated diaspora community, Turkey-based Syrian business
people’s main motive has also been to survive under greatly uncertain political and
economic conditions. They hence engaged in fewer host-land political mobilization
activities and impeded their willingness and/or capacity to organize as a unified interest
group in Turkey. Also, since a considerable amount of Syrian business people in Turkey
have become Turkish citizens together with their extended families, have learned Turkish
fluently, others are waiting the results of their application while their children have been
growing and/or educating in Turkey, next to their transnational character, Syrian business
people in Turkey demonstrate a degree of hybridity as well. They have also started using
the Turkified versions of the traditional Syrian names/brands for their products and
businesses in Turkey. This hybridisation, we argue, lays out the foundation for the
potential hyphenated Syrian-Turkish and/or the ‘New Turks’ identity that we may see
emerging in the near future.
28
ABBOUD, S. (2017) ‘The Economics of War and Peace in Syria, Stratification and
Factionalization in the Business Community’. The Century Foundation. Available at
https://tcf.org/content/report/economics-war-peace-syria/?agreed=1.(accessed     17     June
2020).
ABBOUD, S. (2013) ‘Syria’s Business Elite: Between Political Alignment and Hedging
Their Bets’. Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik, German Institute for International and
Security Affairs, 22: 1-8.
ABBOUD, S. (2012) ‘The Syrian Economy Hanging by a Thread’. Available at
https://carnegie-mec.org/2012/06/20/syrian-economy-hanging-by-thread-pub-48598
(accessed 10 June 2020). 
AGIR, S., & ARTUNC, C. (2019) ‘The Wealth Tax of 1942 and the Disappearance of 
Non-Muslim Enterprises in Turkey’. The Journal of Economic History, 79 (1): 201-243.
AHMED, Y. (2015) ‘Syrian Factories Relocating to Coastal Area’. The Arab Weekly.
Available at https://thearabweekly.com/syrian-factories-relocating-coastal-area  (accessed
17 June 2020). 
ANTHIAS, F. (2001) ‘New Hybridities, Old Concepts: The Limits of Culture. Ethnic
and Racial Studies, 24 (4): 619–41.
AITA, S. (2017) ‘Trade Without Religion between Turkey and Syria’. 24 Editoriaux de
l'Ifri. Available at: www.ifri.org/en/publications/editoriaux-de-lifri/trade-without-
religion-between-turkey-and-syria (accessed 17 June 2020).
AL-ALI., N. BLACK, R. and KOSER, H. (2001) ‘The limits to ‘transnationalism’:
Bosnian and Eritrean refugees in Europe as emerging transnational communities’. Ethnic
and Racial Studies, 24(4): 578-600.
BASER, B. & SWAIN, A. (2008) ‘Diasporas as Peacemakers: Third Party Mediation in
Homeland Conflicts’. International Journal on World Peace, 25 (3): 7-28.
BASCH, L., SCHILLER, N. G., & BLANCH, C. S. (eds.) (2005) Nations unbound:
Transnational projects, postcolonial predicaments, and deterritorialized nation-states.
Routledge.
BELANGER, D., & SARAÇOĞLU, C. (2018) ‘The governance of Syrian refugees in 
Turkey: The state-capital nexus and its discontents’. Mediterranean Politics, available at 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/13629395.2018.1549785?journalCode=fm
ed20.
BHABBA, H. (1994) The Location of Culture, London: Routledge.
29
BRINKERHOFF, J. (ed.) (2011) ‘Diasporas and Conflict Societies’. Conflict, Security, 
and Development 11(2): 115 -143.
BRINKERHOFF, J.  (2016) Institutional reform and diaspora entrepreneurs: the in-
between advantage. New York: Oxford University Press.
BRUBAKER, R. (2015) ‘The ‘Diaspora’Diaspora’. Ethnic and Racial Studies 28 (1): 1-
19.
BUĞRA, A. (1994) State and business in modern Turkey: a comparative study.Albany,
NY:State University of New York Press.
CARLING J. M., ERDAL M. B., and HORST C. (2012) ‘How Does Conflict inMigrants’ Country of Origin Affect Remittance-sending? Financial Priorities and
Transnational Obligations Among Somalis and Pakistanis in Norway’. International
Migration Review 46 (2):  283-309.
CHAMBERS, I. (1996) ‘Signs of Silence, Lines of Listening’, in Iain Chambers and 
Linda Curtis (eds), The Post-colonial Question, London: Routledge, pp. 47-62.
CHANG C. (2015) ‘A win-win game for the muhajiroon (emigrants) and ansar (helpers):
the economic potential of Syrian Business Migrants in Turkey’ Samec Perspective Series
12: 1-8.
CHRYSOSTOME E. (2014) ‘Diaspora entrepreneurship in Africa. Exploring a
promising tool of socioeconomic development’. In Chrysostome E., Molz R (eds)
Building businesses in emerging and developing countries: challenges and opportunities.
Routledge, New York
CHRYSOSTOME, E., & NKONGOLO-BAKENDA, J. M. (2019) ‘Diaspora and
international business in the homeland: From impact of remittances to determinants of
entrepreneurship and research agenda’. In Elo M. and Minto-Coy I. (eds) Diaspora
Networks in International Business, Cham: Springer: 17-39.
ÇETİN E., ÖVÜN N. ÖZTÜRK Ö, ARAS, E.G. MENCÜTEK Z.Ş (2018) ‘Global
Migration: Consequences and Responses Working Paper 2018/11 Turkey -
Country Report’, available at  http://www.crs.uu.se/respond/ (last accessed 11
June 2020)
DEKKER B. and SIEGEL M. (2013) ‘Transnationalism and Integration: Complementsor Substitutes?’ UNU-Merit Working Paper Series, no: 071.
DEN BOER, R. (2015) “‘Liminal Space in Protracted Exile: The Meaning of Place in
30
Congolese Refugees’ Narratives of Home and Belonging in Kampala’”. Journal of 
Refugee Studies 28: 1-19.
ELO M. (2015) ‘Diaspora networks and international business: a review on an emerging
stream of research’. In Larimo J., Nummela N., Mainela T. (eds) Handbook on
international alliance and network research. Edward Elwar, Cheltenham: 13-39.
ELO M. (2016) “Typology of diaspora entrepreneurship: case studies in Uzbekistan”. 
Journal International Entrepreneurship 14(1): 121-155.
ELO M. and MINTO-COY I. (2019) (Eds.) Diaspora Networks in International
Business, Perspectives for Understanding and Managing Diaspora Business and
Resources, Cham: Springer.
ERDAL M.B. and OEPPEN C. (2013) ‘Migrant Balancing Acts: Understanding the
Interaction Between Integration and Transnationalism’ Journal of Ethnic and Migration
Studies, 39 (6): 867-884.
ERRIGHI L. & GRIESSE J. (2016) The Syrian Refugee Crisis: Labour Market
Implications in Jordan and Lebanon (No. 029). Directorate General Economic and
Financial Affairs (DG ECFIN), European Commission.
HADDAD B. (2012) Business Networks in Syria: The Political Economy of
Authoritarian Resilience. Stanford: Stanford University Press.
HAMMAR A. (ed). (2014) Displacement Economies in Africa: Paradoxes of Crisis and
Creativity. London: Zed Books.
HINNEBUSCH R. (2012) ‘Syria: From ‘Authoritarian Upgrading’ to Revolution?’
International Affairs 88 (1): 95-113.
HORST C. (2018). ‘Making a Difference in Mogadishu? Experiences of Multi-sited
Embeddedness among Diaspora Youth’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 44 (8):
1341-1356.
HO, E.L.E. (2016) ‘Incongruent Migration Categorisations and Competing Citizenship
Claims: ‘Return’ and Hypermigration in Transnational Migration Circuits’ Journal of
Ethnic and Migration Studies 42 (14) : 2379-2394.
JOSEPH M. and FINK J.N. (eds) (1999) Performing Hybridity. Minnesota: University
of Minnesota Press. 
ILO (2015) Access to Work for Syrian Refugees in Jordan. A Discussion Paper on
Labour and Refugee Laws and Policies. International Labour Organization Regional
Office for the Arab States, Beirut, March.
31
KALRA V., KALHON R. and HUTYNUK J. (2005) Diaspora and Hybridity. London:
Sage Publications.
KARASAPAN O. (2016) The Impact of Syrian Businesses in Turkey. Future
Development. Available at: www.brookings.edu/blog/future-
development/2016/03/16/the-impact-of-syrian-businesses-in-turkey/   (accessed   17   June
2020). 
KLEIST N. (2008) ‘Mobilising ‘The Diaspora’: Somali Transnational Political
Engagement’ Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 34 (2) : 307-323.
KOINOVA M. (2018) ‘Diaspora Mobilisation for Conflict and Post-Conflict
Reconstruction: Contextual and Comparative Dimensions’ Journal of Ethnic and
Migration Studies 44:8: 1251-1269.
KOINOVA M. (2017) ‘Beyond Statist Paradigms: Sociospatial Positionality and
Diaspora Mobilization in International Relations’, International Studies Review19 (4):
597-621.
KOINOVA M (2011) ‘Diasporas and Secessionist Conflicts’ Ethnic and Racial Studies
33 (2) : 333–356.
KRAIDY M. (2005) Hybridity or the Cultural Logic of Globalisation, Philadelphia:
Temple University Press.
LOZI B. M. (2013) ‘The Effect of Refugees on Host Country Economy Evidence fromJordan’, Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary Research in Business, 5 (3): 114-126.
MALKKI, L. H. (1995) Purity and Exile. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
MAVROUDI E. (2018) ‘Deconstructing Diasporic Mobilisation at a Time of Crisis:
Perspectives from the Palestinian and Greek Diasporas’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration
Studies 44 (8): 1309-1324.
MENCÜTEK, Z. Ş. (2020) ‘Emerging Transnational Practices and Capabilities of 
Syrian Refugees in Turkey’, Migration Letters, 17 (1): 125-138.
MINTO-COY I.D. (2016) “Diaspora engagement for development in the Caribbean”. In 
A. Chikanda  J. Crush and M. Walton-Roberts (eds) Diasporas, development and 
governance. Springer, New York: 121-113.
MOSLUND, S.P. (2010) Migration Literature and Hybridity, The Different Speeds of 
Transcultural Changes, Palgrave MacMillan
32
MÜLTECİLER DERNEGI (2019) ‘Turkiye’deki Suriyeli Sayisi’, available at
https://multeciler.org.tr/turkiyedeki-suriyeli-sayisi/ (Accessed June 20, 2020).
NEWLAND K., TANAKA H. (2010) ‘Mobilizing diaspora entrepreneurship for 
development’. In Newland K (ed) Diasporas: new partners in global development policy.
MPI, Washington, DC: 25-59.
OYTUN O. (2015) Effects of the Syrian Refugees on Turkey. ORSAM Report no: 195.
ÖZPINAR E. et al. (2015) ‘Trade Relations with Syria After the Refugee Influx’.
TEPAV. Available at https://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/1460720443-
3.Trade_Relations_with_Syria_after_the_Refugee_Influx.pdf
(Accessed June 17, 2020).
PIETERSE J.N. (2001) ‘Hybridity, So What? The Anti-hybridity Backlash and the Riddles of Recognition’ Theory, Culture & Sociology, 18 (2-3): 219-45.
PORTES A. H., HALLER W. and GARNIZO L. (2002) ‘Transnational Entrepreneurs:
An Alternative Form of Immigrant Economic Adaption’, American Sociological Review
67 (2): 278-298.
RIDDLE, L., HRIVNAK, G. A., & NIELSEN, T. M. (2010) ‘Transnational diaspora
entrepreneurship in emerging markets: Bridging institutional divides’, Journal of
International Management, 16 (4), 398- 411.
ROUND, J., WILLIAMS, C. C., & RODGERS, P. (2008) ‘Everyday tactics and
spaces of power: the role of informal economies in post-Soviet Ukraine’, Social &
Cultural Geography, 9 (2): 171-185.
SAIF I. and DEBARTOLO D. M. (2007) ‘The Iraq War’s Impact on Growth and
Inflation in Jordan’ Center for Strategic Studies, Jordan, Amman.
ŞIMSEK D. (2018) ‘Integration Processes of Syrian Refugees in Turkey: Class-
Based Integration’. Journal of Refugee Studies. Available at
https://doi.org/10.1093/jrs/fey057 (Accessed 17 June 2020). 
STAVE S. E., HILLESUND S. (2015). Impact of the Syrian Refugee Crisis on the
Jordanian labour market International Labour Organization and Fafo Institute for
Applied International Studies, Geneva, April.
STOYANOV, S., WOODWARD, R., & STOYANOVA, V. (2018) ‘The embedding of
transnational entrepreneurs in diaspora networks: leveraging the assets of
foreignness’, Management International Review, 58(2): 281-312.
33
SYRETT, S., & KELES, J. Y. (2019) ‘Diasporas, agency and enterprise in settlement
and homeland contexts: Politicised entrepreneurship in the Kurdish diaspora’, Political
Geography, 73: 60-69.
SYRIAN CENTER FOR POLICY RESEARCH (2015) ‘Syria: Alienation and
Violence, Impact of Syria Crisis Report 2014’, Damascus: Syrian Center for Policy
Research: 28-29.
TEPAV (2018)  Report on Syrian Businesses. Available at
https://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/1530518121-
3.TEPAV_Suriye_Sermayeli_Sirketler_Bulteni___Mayis_2018.pdf (Accessed on 17
June 2020)
TSUDA T. (2012) ‘Whatever Happened to Simultaneity? Transnational Migration
Theory and Dual Engagement in Sending and Receiving Countries’, Journal of Ethnic
and Migration Studies, 38 (4) : 631-649.
UÇAK S. and RAMAN K. (2017) ‘Another Side to the Story: A Market
Assessment of Syrian SMEs in Turkey’, Building Market, available at
https://www.alnap.org/help-library/another-side-to-the-story-a-market-
assessment-of-syrian-smes-in-turkey (Accessed June 17, 2020).
VERTOVEC S. (1999) ‘Conceiving and Researching Transnationalism’  Ethnic and
Racial Studies, (22) 2: 447-462.
WEN-CHING T. (2018) ‘Charting Interfaces of Power: Actors, Constellations of
Mobility and Weaving Displaced Shan’s Translocal ‘Home’ Territory Along the
Thai-Burma Border, Journal of Refugee Studies 31(3): 390-406.
VIRINDER S., KALRA R. K. & HUTNYK J. (2005) Diaspora and Hybridity, Sage 
London.
YAMAK, S. (2006) ‘Changing institutional environment and business elites in Turkey’, Society and Business Review, 1 (3): 206-219.
ZETTER R. (2012) ‘Are Refugees an Economic Burden or Benefit?’ Forced Migration
Review, 41: 50-53.
